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with the frown of réferitment.: To'bear . 
modettly, is the conipleateft chara@ter of’ 
a conqueror. Never-was a more compleat, 
WRS f mote conftitutional, more indifputed ‘victory 
‘gained, ‘than what now dies on the-fide of the: 


for whom T own amnyfelf to be a profeffed advocate’; and. 


far be it from me, to the ‘wreaths has 
infale to conqueft. 


foning, and the {pirit of exafperated prefuimption to that of difpal-. 


ry. heads of Hydra faction are nowoeut off, all. 
‘a name which is:fo inimately.. connected | with, 


the vitals of 4 proteftant government, that it ought to be, at, 
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once with decency and tendernefs. Notwithftanding this, i hope te 
make it appear, that it 4s but a name, thatit takes its rile from 
i a taken ideas, and is adopted to temporary purpofes : : the word I 
ae i | mean is Toryifm, which is pretended to be the favgurite principle 
of the prefent adminiftration. ‘Phis doftrine has.béen Jong nib- 
bled at (if we can.admit leiteth-of time-ia this café) by the prefént 
oppofition, and is now openly efpoufed. 

4 A PAMPHLET, it feems, fothe ago, (for I have never feen 
it) has been publifhed, which is fuppofed to contain an addrefs 
from, Cocof-tret ; ; and andther pamphlet has publiMed 
in"anfwer to it , by which to underftand,“that this 


Cocoa-Tree, which, Jam told, is no other than the fign of a 


coffee-houte, is in fact. aflemblage | of Tories, who are deter- 


no very ‘Yavourable colours, ‘éicher his 
— 
thd Tories were-ateeffary to the-publication: of the firftnamed 
pamphlet, Iam forry for, it, becaufe, I think, whatever its con- 
tents may be, it exhibits no favourable idea of their judgment ; 
but the anfwer gives us a very’ pleafdat reafon, For Believing the 
pamphlet to be an alithéntic deed of the ‘Tories ; «I 

“thal prefume, fays he, addrefiing himfelf to-them,; the dover, ~ 
which is dated from your to be it 


“ hitherto not been difavowed by you.” 


Tuas réafon plainly fuppofes, that all the Toriesia the king- 
dom, in their reprefentative if not. collective capacity, are 
terly cénveened under the umbrageous thade of this fame Cocoa-) 
a Tree. But how they were to difavow the letter publifhed under. 
ae their name,. is a puzzling queftion. Were they, like Macbeth, 

tT to ftart from their feats, and ftaring at the ghoft of Faction, point. 


ing at-the wounds it has, lately received, cry out, Thou can’/t not 
Say I did it. Were they like the lady, who forgot the was fpeak- 
ing of a third perfon, and in defcribing a particular fituation, fay, 
* Here lay wer bead, and there lay my feet. But to {peak without 
ante allufion, can any thing be more abfurd, than to fuppofe the gentle- 


| 


| h men who frequent that coffee-houfe, to be wrong-headed cnough 
iy to publifh their names to an advertifement, difclaiming the pam-. 
He phlet in queftion? But an advertifement without any name might 
haye done it—Yes, Mr. Anfwerer, and fuch an advertifement 


might 
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might have come'from you or me, or the barley-broth woman at 
Pye-corner, if we paid three to the Papers for in- 
ferting it. 

“In fhort, Uneither Liliane, the the 
{peaks the fentiments of all the Tories; nog that the addrefs to. 
the Cocoa-Tree:fpeaks thofé of all the Whigs, I am thé more 
led to believe :the latter, becaufe you appear to be either totally 
ignorant of the principles of the Whigs, a8iwell as Tories, or to 
have moft egregioufly mifreprefented them, You have charged 
the Tories with calumniating thret very great names, whom you. 
place by way of anti¢limmix:, ‘Asito the firt, the loweft you have 
mentioned, you and I may not differ much as to the opinion the. 
Fories might have-of it. Withiregard to the fecond, it ought to 
be:re{peGtable, not only on'account of his.moderation, and his 
long difinterefted conduc .in government, but because he is too 
good a friend to the family of Hanover, to be diffatisfied with she 
prefent miniftef ; and will venture to:fay, you, endeavour to 
palm an untruth upon the world, when you affert, that he was 
banifhed from court, As tothe third name,’ it ought {to be held 
facred, and itis highly difrefpe@ful in any writer, to {uppofe it to 
be attached to any caufe“but that of liberty and the conftitution, 
ahd the uninflueticed fentiments of his rayal n—-w. 

You accfe the Tories, Sir,: with the That the 
“« King, having a right to appoint his minifters, the people have 
* no right to oppofe them.” | Before I clofeup this matter, it is 
neceflary to dete@: a few fallacies that run:thro’ all the argumenta-~ 
tive paft (if ay {uch there is) of your addrefé. An Officer of 
ftate Holds his employment under the conftitution. © The miniftry 
of ftate is no Office under the conititution, I am not fure if; even 
4 fecretarythip of ftate is; if itis, it is butcof a modern: ftanding, 
But were the Tories at anytime ever fo wrong-headed, as to fay, 
that the people had no right tooppofle a minifter? I will venture to 
fay, that the addreffer, and all ‘his party, can extract no! fuch doc- 
trine from the writings, fpeeches, or even converfation of any fo- 
bet Tory that ever exifteds for there are:madimen of all parties, 

Tue addrefler having miftaken the dodtrine of the Tories, 
proceeds to blunder as to thofe of the Whigs ; and it is furprifing, 


that one who-has a tolerable knack at writing, thould be fo mife- 
rably 
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rably deficient In Cicero calls the /y/va rerum; that is, 
ments and faéts, in which we may be faid, to be almoft bewwil- 
dered thro’ the courfe of the Englith hiftory. | 

Tue Whigs, and indeed the fpirit of this conftitation, never 
fappofed the people of England to have any voice,.in matters of 
ftate, but thro’ their conftituents in parliament aflembled; and this 
on an analogous principle pervades the whole: fyftem of our g0- 
vernment. But the addreffer totally deferts the true principles of | 
Whiggifm; and inftead of the reprefentative, he fubftitutes the 

collective body of the people. - Thus, in confequence of his doc- 
trine, while the names of High-church, Ormond and Sache-- 
verel were echoing through. all the ‘ftreets of London and Weft-. 
minfter, I may fay through half.the towns of England, thofe re-' 
fpe€table names, according to our addrefler, were the true cha- 
racteriftics of Whiggifm, . and and were the: 
greateft Whigs in the:natione 

Tuar the name of the of England, veven in 

oacity, ought to be regarded, honouréd, and reverenced by. 
ninifters, I admit j- but:here our addreffler, is guilty, ef another no 
{mall blunder, ‘forshe confounds the people with the. vulgar of En- 
sland. If generals; politicians, and preachers, according to the 
true maxims of .Whiggifm, and they: right.onés, acquire no credit. 
by having the vulgar forthem, ought a minifter to adqpise difcre- 
dit by having them againft him ? | 

I know our addreffer and his friends, in all their fpeeches and 
writings, ‘take it for.granted, that the people of England, .in 
their collective capacity, are difaffected towards the prefent, mpini- 
fter. Isdeny the fuppofition; I am under no difficulty of admit- 
ting; that the vulgar of London are ; -but, I am certain, fo far as 
any fa&t of that kind can be afcertained, that the majority of the 
people of England, at this very inftant, is greatly in his fayour. 


But we are now to return to principles ; a way of reafoning which 


our addreffer greatly affects; but how well he badertands them, 
1 fhall endeavour to thew. 

We, fays he, (meaning the Whigs) ther 
pretentiéns Of'a minifter to his power, fhould be natural, con/ti- 
tut gently afferted,, and. nevally admitted,” Xt unfortu- 
nately for our addrefieny ithaf the firft of thofe characterif- 
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ticks makes dire@ly againft him; that the fecond frikes at the 


very root of Whiggifm; and that the laft two, if they have a 
meaning, it muft be ftrongly, nay experimentally, in favour of 
the prefent minifter. 

Tuo’ a fubje& had connexions with all the greateft families. in 
England, and had as much property as all of them put together, 
yet he can have no natural pretenfion to be a minifter. That ap- 
pointment is perfonal to the King, and to the King only ; and un~ 
der a wife Prince, it will fall upon that. fubject, of whofe abili- 
ties, integrity, and affection to his perfon, he has the bett opinion, 
from a long courfe of experience, if poffible from his cradle. Such 
a minifter was Pope Adrian to Charles the Fifth ; Cardinal de 
Fleury to Lewis the Fifteenth, Sully | to Henry the Fourth of 
France, and Clarendon to Charles the Second. of England; I need 
therefore fay: no more on this head, but leave the application to the 
breatt of my reader. therefore ‘Proceed 1 to.the fecond charaéte- 
riftic our addreffer lays down. 

A CONSTITUTIONAL pretence to be a minitter" I mean a firtt 
minifter, is incompatible, not only with Whiggifm, but with 
every principle of the conftitution ; if by that, we fuppofe a mini- 
fter is to have the fole, or even the chief direction of government. 
Conftitutionally fpeaking, the firft minifter in England is the Lord 
High Chancellor, becaufe he putsthe great feal to the great acts 
of ftate. This is talking like’a’ Whig, and Whig governments 
have been known to punifh thofe who taught, fpoke, or wrote 
otherwife. 

Tue gently afferted pretenfion of a minifter to his power, is a 
charaéteriftic I do not well underftand; but if I can colleét any 
thing from it, our author means, that a minifter fhould not, like 
a draw-canfir, kick every body off the ftage that ftands in his way. 
But it would be as abfurd in a minifter to drag an actor again upon 
the ftage, when he wants to retire from its bufinefs. Both would 
be equally tyrannical. ‘Till inftances, therefore, are given of the 
prefent minifter’s harth exercife of power, this characteriftic mutt 
§and for nothing, or muft go in our minifter’s favour. 

Tue laft characteriftic of a minifter’s.pretenfion to power; being 
generally admitted, I believe never did,exift, even in the moft tran- 
quil periods of our hiftory, from the;Gaveftons and Spencers, to 
the W—es and P—s. If we are to form our ideas of a minifter’s, 
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pretenfions to power being generally admitted, it muft be from the 
reprefentative voice of the people ; and I will venture to fay, that 
no minifter, for thefe two hundred-years paft, if we are to num- 
ber voices, has had that fo ftrongly for him as the prefent. 

«We cannot, fays our addreffer, trace a fingle drop of Englith 
s* blood in his farnous genealogy.” Why really, reader, Iam not 
fate that this objection is not a libel upon two thirds of the noble 
families of England, whofe anceftors, properly fpeaking, tho’ much 
longer fettled here than the noble Lord has been, had not, to fpeak 
in our.addreffer’s phrafe, a fingle drop of Englith blood in their 
veins. Notwithftanding that, they were employed by our Kings as 
Officers, as well as minifters of ftate ; they commanded our armies, 
dnd-dire@ted our-councils. . For my own part, I am not genealogift 
enough’ to contradiét our author's affertion ; nor am I fufficiently 
converfant in antiquity to maintain, that the ftory of Fleance, the 
‘anceftor of the Stuart family is true; but if it is, our minifter has 
in his genealogy a great many drops of Welch blood. | | | 


‘To be, continued. ): 
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